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e Need to have a baseline and feedback mechanisms

from all growers that can indicate:

— Where growers are causing or contributing to
exceedences as well as degradation (violations of the
permit) and

— Where growers are failing to implement BPTC when
degradation is occurring.



e Curre
law beca

ndwater.

* |f passage of t ed because of
CEQA, Board should at a minimum require all
growers to submit a Report of Waste
Discharge (ROWD).

— Board Could allow options of Coalitions to submit

a compilation that could take the form of a
cooperative GAR/ Farm evaluation type analysis.



e Currently
communities, Ins
be any.

nds there will not

* There is information through UC Davis Nitrate
report and other sources to inform estimates.

* Should balance against grower costs of higher
degradation protections, not of costs of
implementing basic regulatory program.
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Summary of ant Options

Addressing Nitrate Contamination in Califo port 6 — Treatment of Nitrate in Drinking Water

Non-Treatment Options

v v v v

Well Abandonment Wellhead Protection and Alternative Sources and Blending
Land Use Management Source Modification

Treatment Options

! 5 !
Hybrid Systems
Nitrate Removal Nitrate Reduction

v v ¥ W v

Biological Chemical
Denitrification Denitrification

l | | | |

Conventional. X ZV1
Specialized Resin, Process & Fixed Bed SMI
Counter Curent, Membrane Fluidized Bed Other Media
Multiple Vessel Improvement and ORI
Configuration, Modification
WBA IX

Ion Exchange Reverse Osmosis Electrodialysis

Figure S.1. Summary of nitrate management options.4
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Sum ions

Addressing Nitrate Co ate in Drinking Water
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Figure 35. Cost curve of IX (blue) and RO [red) for nitrate remowal.

Table 24 includes all of the most reliable treatment cost information collected for comparison of cost
ranges across system size categories for 1% and RO.
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